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REMARKS/ARGljMElVTS 
Claims 1-7, 15 and 16 are pending hetem.i Claim 16 has been added hereby as 
supported by claims 1, 3 and 7. and thtonghaut ii»e specification. AppUcant 
respectfully submits that no new matter has been added. 

1. Claims 1-2, 4-6 and 1 5 were rejected undef § 1 02(b) over Hesse et al.. U.S. 
Patent 5,274,571. This rejection is respectfiilly titiversed. 

^ Claim 1 ^citesamethodforrunninganeletetriceneigystoragesystemwhichis 

m set up at an electric energy consumer, wherein a rumdng pattern of charge and 
^ discharge of the electric energy storage system is ,Wiously programmed and the mn 
of the electric energy storage system is controUed on the basis of the previously 
programmed running program 

Page 35. paragraph [00523 to page 36, parajmph [0055] of the presem 
specification discloses one exanqple of the steps us«id to determine the program for the 
electric energy storage system of the present invention. The fi«t step is to research 
into electric energy consumption by the electric energy consumer for a predetemiined 
period, e.g.. at least one past year, so as to be used as base date for determining a 
scale, and a nmning patteirr. for the electric energy storage system. TTie second step is 
to research into an electric fee system arranged by an electric energy supplier. The 
third step is to determine: (a) a scale of the electric energy storage system on the basis 
of a date set for a contmct electricitj^ b) electric energy consmi^tion on the day 
having the peak of the maximum load; c) a day haviiig the highest peak of electric 
energy consmnption; and d) a specification of the el^tric energy storage system ' 
expected to be introduced. The fourth step, as discloi«d in paragr^h [0055], is to 

determinearunningprogramfordischaigingtheclecaricenergystorages^^^ The 
nmning pattern program is plamied according to the past records of the electric energy 
consumption, and operation of the electric energy sto|age system is then controlled on 
the basis of the previously programmed running pattern. 
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'"«enB'stoi,«e,chrfulj«gsj«em which «s« up at m 
elccr-c enMB, con«a«r »d capable of co«r6ntog el=c««U a,cq^ » be purchased 
^co„«,m»gcha.8eanddisch«ge. However, Aallcan, respectfully s„b™te 
Hess, does nc. teach or suggest a,atan.u«ngp.U of Charge aud discharge ofthe 
elecnc energy s«„age syatem is previously p^g^^ued a„d the nm of d,e electric 

en-^ys^^systenis controlled on fl« basis o^d^pteviouslyprogta^^dnumi^ 
praeni, as recited in pending claim I . 

Col. 4. lines 20-36 of Hesse as cited by the Wo disclose that scheduler 8 
.nstrucs equipment controls 11 to chatge the sto«ge device 10 at a specified thne and 
wthout the scheduler providing supervisoty scheduling infonnation. fl» 

equipment controls *o"M usually chatge the st^a^e device « a p«deten„i„cddme 

regardless of the cost. j 

Ccl.6,ltoes I'MOofHessediscloseAeinfin^tdonusedbythecon.ronerto 

d=«nnin= When to change the s«»ige deWce inchuHng fte cost of the electrical 

«=^..hecu,re«levelofs,ored«,ergyandinia„i«.i,npredi^^^ 

oflo«.sys,«„sd„ri„geachhour.fl«,io„alhour..iotb.r,in»incr«nent. mother 
words, H«,se does not te«,h that nm of the eleotiic energy s«,ragc system is 

c«*»lIedo,.h.ba«s of d.p,eviouslyp,ogmmmedrumungpanen,(as claimed), b^^ 
on the basis of cur^n, infbrmation and thep^rftoerfnmmng pattern 
Accordmgly, Applicaut respectfully submits that claim 1 defines patentable 

subject matter over Hesse, and thus is in condition for allowance. 

CUim»2,-Wandl5dependftomclaimlwUchApplica«respec.fUUy 

™b,m,aismcoadition for allowance for at leas, the foregoing reasons. Accotdingly 
ApphcanfrespectfitUy submits .hat claims 2. ^6 and 15 define patcmable subject ' 
matter over Hesse, and thus are in condition for allowince. 

2 <:iaim3wasre,ecttdunder«I03(a)overHease^«Klchim7wasre,.c.edundcr 

5 1 03(a) over Hesse in view of Suzuki ai tk^c«. ■ ' ^■ 

w ot ouzuja et ai. These rejections are respectfully 

traversed. ; 

! 
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Claim 3 recites that the ninmng pattern of^the electric energy storage system is 
programmed so that a consumption rate of electtib eneigy stored in the electric energy 
storage system becomes 80% or more. The PTO Lrgued that it would have been 
obvious to a skilled artisan to make the consumption rate of the eneigy stored in the 
electric eneigy storage system 80% or more to aD W for less dependence on power 
directly fitan utility suppliers. Applicant respecriuUy submits that it would not have 
been obvious to make the energy consumption rati 80% in the eneigy scheduling 
storage system disclosed by Hesse. The 80% requirement recited in claim 3 is not a 

function of dependence on power supplied ftom uiility supplieis, but rather is a 
fiinction of the structure of the electric energy storage device used in the electric 
energy storage system, in this case, the sodium suliiir battery as recited in claim 7. 
Applicant respectfully submits that there is no suggestion in Hesse to set the 
consumption rate of the stored electric energy to hi more compatible with the energy 
storage device en^loyed. 

In the Office Action mailed March 2. 2004, 'the PTO argued that the "Applicant 
fails to appreciate the breadth of the claims as pies^tly amended" because the 
, "features which applicant relies (Le., using an 80% jconsmnption rate to maintain a 

high temperature in a sodium sulfur battery to ensure proper operation) are not recited 
in the rejected claim(s)." However, Applicant respectfully submits that there is no 
requirement that the unexpected results attributable 'to the claimed invention be recited 
in ihs claims. j 

In addition, claims 3 and 7 depend from claim 1 which Applicant respectfUUy 
submits is in condition for allowance for at least the Ifoiegoing reasons. Accordingly. 
AppUcant respectfully submits that claims 3 and 7 d^ne patentable subject matter 
over the prior art as presently pendmg and thus are in condition for allowance. 

I 
I 

3. Claim 16 has been added as supported by claims 1, 3 and 7 and recites a 
method for rumimg an electric energy storage systemlusing a sodium sulfur battery 
which is set up at an electric energy consumer, capable of controlling electric energy 

I 
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to be purchased by the electric eneigy consumer by controUmg charge and discharge, 
wherein a running pattern of charge and discharge of the electric eneigy storage 
system is previously programmed, and the run of the electric energy storage system is 
controlled on the basis of the previously programmed rumung pattern so that a 
consumption rate of electric energy stored in the electric energy storage system 
becomes 80% or more. 

Applicant respectfiilly submits that the prior art does not teach or suggest a 
method for running an electric energy storage system using a sodium sulfur battery set 
up at an electric energy consumer wherein a running pattern of charge and discharge 
of the electric energy storage system is previously programmed and the run of the 
electric energy storage system is controUed on the basis of the previously programmed 
running pattern so tfiat the consumption rate of electric energy stored in the electric 
energy storage system becomes 80% or more. As previously argued, Hesse discloses 
an energy storage scheduling system wherein the run of the electric energy storage 
system is controlled on the basis of current information and the predicted running 
pattern. Additionally, Hesse does not teach or suggest an electric energy storage 
system using a sodium sulfur battery or controlling the run of the electric energy 
storage system so that a consumption rate of electric energy stored in the electric 
energy storage system is 80% or more. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits 
that cUim 16 defines patentable subject matter over the prior art, and thus is in 
condition for allowance. 

For at least the foregoing reasons. Applicant respectfully submits that this 
application is in condition for allowance. Accordingly, the PTO is requested to issue a 
Notice of Allowance as soon as possible. 

Applicant respectfliUy requests that the PTO acknowledge receipt and 
consideration of the references cited in the Information Disclosure Statement 
filed October 18, 2004. 
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If the Examiner believes that contact with AppUcant's attorney would be 
advantageous toward the disposition of this case, the Examiner is herein requested to 
caU AppUcanf s attorney at ihe phone number noted below. 

The Conunissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees 
associated with this communication or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No 
50-1446. 



November 5. 2004 
Date 



y submitted. 




SPB/SEC/gmh 



' BURR & BROWN 

P.O. Box 7068 

Syracuse, NY 13261-7068 



Customer No.: 025191 
Telephone: (315)233-8300 
Facsimile: (315)233-8320 
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